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Of an Honeſt Clerg yman 
FOR 
Mr PAUL's SPEECH 
at Tyburn, July 13. 1716. 


H E Deſign of Mr Paul to move the Paſ 
Wi ſions, and to ſeduce the Commonalty, is 
ſo evident, that there wants only a flight 
Compariſon of his Letters and his Speech 
together, to lay open his moſt abomina- 


ble Cunning, and Deceit, and to diſabuſe 
the Honeſt Reader. I ſhall therefore firſt unmaſk the 


Man, and then the Principles he aſſerts the Truth of, and 
then leave even the moſt partial to judge for thems 
ſelves. The | | 1 

Firft Remark upon his Speech is, That He is no 
Member of the Church of * as by Law eſtabliſhed, 
2 


and 


(4) 


and conſequently Mr Paul himſelf has acquitted the Go- 
vernment of any Deſign againſt the Church eſtabliſbæd, 
by his Execution. Their Deſign muſt be to fg at 


the Nonjuring Church, of which Mr Paul died a Duti- 
ful and Faithful Member; and not to prejudice the Efta- 
bhiſhed Church, whoſe Communion He renounced. 

2dly, Mr Paul was Ordamed by a Schiſmatical 
Biſhop, preſented to his Living by a Schiſmatical 
Biſhop, and znftituted by a Schiſmatical Biſhop, in 
his Notion of things: 2. e. was Ordained and Pre- 
fented and Inſtituted to x Living, by Perſons who had 
no Right to confer Orders, or to preſent or inſtitute. 
He was therefore upon his own Principles, a Diſhoneft, 
Knawmſh Man, to take upon himſelf to Officiate in 2 
Church, to which his Conſcience told him he cou'd have 
no Right: And He was as diſboneſt to aſſume to him- 
ſelf the Title and Habit of a Clergyman, when he was 
of Opinion that the Perſon Ordaining him, had no more 
Power or Authority than a mere Preſbyter. 

2dly, Mr Paul muſt have taken the Oaths to the late 
Queen for his Living at Orton; and at the ſame time 
He abjured the Pretender, and ſwore to the Hanover 
Succeſhon. He is perjur'd therefore, as well as diſhoneſt 
and knawiſh, But more particularly ſtill, ? 

4thly, He declares that He dies a Dutiful and Faith- 
ful Member of the Nonjuring Church, which has kept it 
ſelf free from Rebellion: And bids us remember that 
King James the Third is our only Rightful Sovereign. 
By which He charges All that are or have been for King 
Milliam, Queen Anne, and King George to be Rebels, 
and aſſerts Thoſe Kings and the late Queen to be Uſurpers, 
and Pretenders to the Throne. This lets us into the plain 
Meaning of his Letters to the Archbiſhop of Canter- 
bury, and the Lord Town/hend. He aſſures the Arch- 
biſhop, That He never did, ſince He was in Newgate, 
pray for the Pretender by Name or Title : And he tells 
my Lord Townſhend, That He never prayed in expreſs 
Terms in Newgate for the Pretender by the name of * 
James. Put this into the Language of other People, an 
{trip off the Cloak of Words, and tis thus, I never 
did ſmce 1 was in Newvrate pray for King George by 
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ce any name or Title”: And, © Inver prayed in er- 
© preſs Terms in Newgate for King George by the Name 
ad peg roar id ever [eſuit equivocate at ſuch 
egregious Rate ? Could he hope to delude even Men of 

mmon Senſe with fuch wretched ſcandalous Arts and 
Doubles? King James it ſeems is owned in the Speech 
for his Riohtful Sovereign, he ſays tis our Duty to ſerve 
Him, and we are in Conſcience obliged to do all we 
can to reſtore him to his Crown. Theſe were his Prin- 
ciples when he went to Preſton, and at the Gallows, 
Either therefore we muſt interpret the Word Pretender 
of King George, to make the why conſiſtent with Him- 
ſelf, and then what tricking ſbuffling Arts are Theſe ? Or 
if Pretender ſignifies the Perſon to whom every Honeſt | 
Man has applicd it theſe Eight and Twenty Years paſt, 
He added againſt Principle, againſt his avowed Duty, a- 
gainſt his Conſcience, in promiſing to ſpend his Life in 
Prayers for his Majeſty, (King George) and his Illu- 
ſtrious Family. : 

Again, He begs of my Lord Town/hend to get his Life 
ſaved, that He might ſhew to the World how heartily He 
was ſorry for all his paſt Errors, and promiſes that 20 
Man ſhould demonſtrate it more than He wou d. This 
was wrote on Thurſday night. On Friday the Speech 
was ſpoke, and there the very Firſt thing He atks Par- 
don foe is, For having wolated his Loyalty by taking 
moſt abominable Oaths againſt His Lawful Sovereton 
King James the 3d. The ſecond thing he aſks Fardon 
for is, His Scandalixing People by Pleading Guilty, i. e. 
His acknowleding King GEORG E's Right and Fower. 
Compare theſe Paſſages, and they will amount to this 
Profeſhon : © If your Lordſhip will procure my Life, 20 
one ſhall demonftrate it more than I will, that I hate 
« King GEORGE and all his Adherents; that I will 
ce endeavour by all the Methods I can to embroil His 
Affairs, ſow Sedition amongſt the People, and oin 
ce with all that will act in Concert with me to confound 
© the Nation in order to bring in King Fames.” Is This 
the Miſerable Wretch who ſues for Life? Is This the 
Man who pleads his Gown for his Protection? Is This 
the Clergyman who pretends the Sacred Function ſtruck 


at 
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at thro' his Sides? Whilſt he has Hopes of Life He is 
contriving to Inpoſe on, Trick and Decerve the very 
Perſons to whom he ſues, and from whom He expects 
Aſſiſtance: And at the ſame time muſt be writing this 
very Speech, or getting Others to wake and write it for 
Him, which was to contain the real Sentiments of his 
Mind, the Direct contrary to what He profeſſes in his 
Letters. 

Again. In another Letter to the Archbiſhop he ſays, 
If ever 1 aſked or adviſed any body to riſe in Rebellion 
1 am willing to Suffer. This on Monday. On Friday 
He tells the People : Ju are obliged in Conſcience to 
reſtore King James the Third to the Crown : If you have 
any regard to your Country, bring the King, i. e. James, 


to his juſt and undoubted Right, and declares how glad 
he thould be F what he fue has any effect upon them, 
fo as to be inſtrumental in making Them perform 
therr Duty, &c. To make Mr; Paul conſiſtent with his 


avowed Principles, the meaning of his Letter is, © If 
K ever 1 aſked or adviſed any body to bear true Allegi- 
dance to King GEORGE, I am willing to be hang d. 
For to bear true Allegiance to King GEORGE, and 
to be ſincere and hearty to his Intereſts, or to have been 
ſo to the late Queen, or to King Wiltram, is to rebel a- 
gainſt the Pretender. If by Rebellion He meant the 
taking up Arms againſt King GEORG E, by his own 
C nfejjicn He ought to have been hang d as he was, for 
his Speech; That being one continued Exhortation to 
A ms. Or, is it not dvi ſing to rebe/ to join with Rebels? 
Is there no way of expreſſing one's Deſires but by direct 
ang? Does not He aſk to rebel who gives his Aſh- 
ſtance openly, and takes up Arms againſt his Lawful 
Sovereign? Is it not aſking and adviſing, when a Man 
gives it as his Opinion that tis Lawful, Fuft and Right 
to rebel? It is nothing to the purpoſe therefore whether 
He did or did not Preach up Rebellion, or adviſe his 
Pariſtnogers to take uf Arms by ſeveral Seditious Ser- 
2107s, unleſs it were impoſſible for a Clergyman to aſ# 
4 d any body to riſe in Rebellion, unleſs in the 
ulpit. 


Thus 
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Thus much IT thought neceſſary concerning Mr Pau 
himſelf, not concerning my ſelf with any Stories or Ru- 
mours about his Life or Actions; but from his own 
Mouth to ſhew him a dr/honeft, knawviſh, tricking, ſhuf- 
fling, perjured Rebel. And doth this Man pretend to 
be a Martyr, or hope to be with Patriarchs, Prophets, 
and Apoſtles? Then may every Parricide, every Traytor, 
and every Murderer hope for Heaven, and dye with the 
falſe Pleaſure of thinking that He hath done God good 
Service. | | 

I ſhall next conſider Mr Paul's Principles, which he 
has taken the Opportunity of his Dying to inculcate up- 
on the People, in order to poiſon their Minds, and to 
make himſelf thought a Saint, They are Theſe, Firſt, 
That the Nonjurins Church is the only Lawful Church 
of England; or as in the Speech made for Mr Hall, tis 
the true Catholick Church of England. The ad is, 
That the Revolution was a Rebellion. The zd is, That 
the Revolution has introduced Atheiſm and Hereſy. 
The 4th is, That the Pretender has the only Lawful 
Right to the Crown. The 5th is, The Security we ſhall 
have of our Religion Laws and Liberties if the Pretend- 
er ſucceeds to the Crown. And Laſtly, That the Church 
is ſtruck at by his Execution. His 

Firſt Principle is, That the Nonjuring Church 2s 
the Only Lawful Church of England ; or, as Mr Hall's 
Speech has it, the true Catholick Church of England. 
To ſhew the Fallacy and Aſurdity of this, I obſerve, 

Firſt, That the Words Cathohck Church comprehend 
and always ſignify, All Chriſtian People ; All that in 
all parts of the World make Profeſſion of the Chriſtian 
Religion. So that the Catholick Church of England is, 
All the Chriſtian People that dwell all over the Univerſe 
of England. Or if the Word muſt be confined to frgnify, 
All the Chriftian People of England, then the meanin 
of, The Nenjuring Church 1s the only true Catholick 
Church of England, muſt be, That all the Chriſtians of 
England are Nonjurors, or the Nonjurors are all the 
Chriſtian People of England. All which is unintelligi- 
ble Jargon and Nonfenſe ; the Stuff which Papiſts alone 
can ſwallow, who pretend the Church of Rome to be the 


Catholick 
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Catholick or @ Catholick Church. But perhaps it will 
be faid, that the word, Catholic, relates to Doaines uni- 
verſally receiv d; and then the Meaning of, The Non- 
furmg Church is the true Catholick Church of England, 
Is, That Society of Men who refuſe to take the Oaths to 
KING GEORG E, are the only Society or Church 
of England who maintain a Truth univerſally receiv'd ; 
which is a Contradiction in Terms. 2dly, This Aſſer- 
tion may be allowed if by Cat holicłk, be meant Roman 
| Catholick; for then 'twill be Senſe to ſay, The Nonjuring 
Church is the only true Roman Catholick Church of Eng- 
land. And if this be their Meaning, tis declaring all 
the Nonjurors to be really Papiſts. 3dly, The Church 
of England is, the People who join together in Worſhrp, 
in Doctrimes, and in Diſcipline, according to the Litur- 
Ws Articles, Canons and Laws eſtabliſhed in England 

or thoſe Purpoſes. When therefore 'tis aſſerted that All 
who went into King Wil/zam, Queen Ann, and KING 
GEORGE are of the Revolution Schiſmatical Church, 
and Communion is renounced with all ſuch, tis evident 
that the Nonjuring Church is reputed the Only Church 
of England. That is, The Nonjurors are the On), the 
AII of the People of Enęland who join together in 
Worſhip, Doctrine, and E according to the Li- 
turgy, Cc. eſtabliſned. Is this their Meaning of the 
Word, Catholick? If ſo, It muſt be proved by them that 
Reſiſtance in all poſſible Caſes is abſolutely forbid by our 
Liturgy, Articles, Canons, c. And when This is made 
out very clear, they muſt prove it unlawful in itſelf, 
ever to refiſt ; For our Liturgy, Canons, and Laws, ſup- 
Poſing a ſettled, regular State of Affairs, Caſes of Neceſ- 
tity are Superior to Them, and have a Prior Obligation, 
and make that which is contrary to ſettled Laws, regular 
and lawful. When they have proved Reſiſtance unlaw- 
ful in it ſelf, then they muſt prove it unlawful to join in 
Communion with Men of another Perſwaſion or Prac- 
tice : For why cant a Man join in Prayer to God with 
2 Man that has reſiſted an Evil Prince, as well as he can 
frequent a Church where perhaps may be Whoremongers 
and Adulterers, or Thieves or Drunkards ? Dr Sa- 


cheverel, Mr Mzlbourn, and many others who hold the 
| | __Unlawtulneſs 


Unlawfulneſs of Reſiſtance in any Caſes, yet do not 
break Communion with Others on that Account, and 
wou'd take it very ill, not to be thought of the Church 
of England. Cannnot a Man join in Communion with 
Another without an Approbation of his Crimes? What 
Law of our Saviour is there that forbids us to join in 
Common Prayer with ſuch whoſe Principles and Prace 
tices we do not approve of ? When theſe things are 
clearly proved, which never have been yet, and I may 
venture to ſay, never will be, then may the Nonjurors 
aſſume to Themſelves to be the Only, True, Cathohck 
Church of England. 4qthly, The Nonjurors can't pray 
for a King, who in their Opinions had no Right to the 
Kingdom ; Therefore They conclude that They are the 
Only, True, Catholick Church of En land. A Conclu- 
ſion juſt like This, The Papiſts cannot comply with the 
Settlement made at the Reformation, Therefore They are 
the only true Catholick Church of England. Which 
Arguments, and many more of that ſort, ſuppoſe that 
what is once the Tenet of the Church can never, in no 
Circumſtances, ſuffer an Alteration. Their Plea for not 
taking the Oatlis is founded upon this, That twas un- 
lawful and contrary to the Doctrine of the Church to 
take up Arms againſt a Prince in Caſes of moſt abſolute 
Neceflity. Which way will This be proved to be the 
Doctrine of the Church, and not rather the falſe Inter- 
pretations and Gloſſes put upon her Doctrines, by Men 
that miſunderſtood her Meaning? And what an everlaſt- 
ing Sourſe of Schiſm is here, if Men ſhall think them- 
ſelves at Liberty to ſet up ſeparate Congregations, and 
to appropriate to themſelves the Title of the Only True 
Church of England, whenever they through Intereſt, 
Humour or Prejudice, ſhall miſtake the Do&rines of a 
Church? Were They indeed to argue thus, The Non- 
jurors cannot pray for the Ming, Therefore They cannot 
come to the Church eſtabliſhed, 'twou'd be much more 
juſtifiable than to conclude as they do, Therefore They 
are the Only Church eſtabliſhed. But even This would 
not juſtify their ſeparate Meetings, unleſs by Them a 


greater Good accrued to Chriſtianity, than the Breach 


of Unity is an Evil. <5thly, The Revolution Church, i. e. 
All 


All who adhered to King Miliam, Queen Anne, and 
KING GEORGE were guilty of Rebellion; But 
the Nonjuring Church has preſern2d it ſelf free from 
that Crime? What then? Therefore the Nonjuring 
Church is the tru2 Church of England, A ſtrange Con- 
ſequence, and as far from the Premiſes as This, You are 
in the Wrong, therefore I am Right. This is Black, 
Therefore that is White. Suppoſing the Revolution 
Church wrong in the Meaſures which they took, may not 
the Nonjuring Church be wrong in the Meaſures They 
took too! Whether the Revolution was a Rebellion I 
ſhall conſider afterwards : at the preſent we'll ſuppoſe it ſo. 
Doth that unchurch the Men concerned in it, and make 
Them Sch:ſmaticks. Hath the taking up Arms againſt a 
Prince a more peculiar Malignity, undoing the Relation to 
the Church, more than other Crimes? What Repugnan- 
cy or Contradiction is there between Church and Re- 
bellion, that He which is guilty of This muſt be a Schiſ- 
mMatick more immediately, than a Felon, or a Murder- 
er, or any other more grievous Criminal? If there be 
none, then how is it an Argument that the Noniuring 
Church is the true, only, Church of England, becauſe 
the Revolution, that is, the Preſent Eſtabliſhed Church, 
was guilty of Rebellion? 

But the Revolution Church is a Schiſmatical Church, 
_— Biſhops ſet themſelves up in Oppoſition to the Or- 
thodox Fathers who wer? unlawfully and invalidly de- 
prived by the Prince of Orange? 

To this I reply, That there is not I conceive ſuch a 
Neceſſary Connection or Relation of any particular Per- 
ſon to a particular Diſtrict, that if He be deprived, a 
Nation muſt riſe up as One Man to his reſcue, or elſe 
They muſt be Schiſimaticks. Where has Chriſt or his 
Apoſtles taught ſuch Tenets ? If therefore a Biſhop refu- 
ſes to obey his Lawful Superiors, Tſuch was the Then 
King as I {hall prove hereafter,) in a Lawful Command, 
and in conſequence of this He be deprived of thoſe Dig- 
nities and Titles which He received from His Prince, 
They are not Schiſmaticks who deſert him, but ſuch as 
join with him in His Obſtinacy. But ſuppoſe Thoſe 
Biſhops unjuſtly deprived, yer Men that have God and 

his 
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his Chriſt entirely at Heart, wou'd rather quietly recede 
and (ſubmit to what They could not help, and rejoice 
that they had done their beſt whilſt they had the Power, 
rather than make a Schi in the Church on account ot 
Dominion, and Honour, and Dignity. The Church 
They ſaw ſupplied by others, and no danger of Chriſti- 
anity's declining for want of proper Governours; They 
thereforc were the Schiſmaticks who ſeparated from the 
Eſtabliſhment upon ſuch Trifles, and not thoſe who kept 
cloſe to their L:1turgy, Canons, Doctrine and Diſciplims. 
Intereſt and Faction is always more powerful than Re— 
ligion, when Separations are made on ſuch Accounts 
and tho' Church is the Cry, tis the Revenues belonging 
to it, and the Hopes of Power and Rule that are the true 
Springs of ſuch Meaſures. The deprived Biſhops were 
deprived of nothing by the Civil Magiſtrate but what 
They receiv'd from the Civil Magiſtrate ; and fo much 
cou'd be forfeited, and ſo much con'd be lawfully reſu- 
med. If any therefore can ſeparate from an eſtabliſhed 
Church for the ſake of Riches and Honours, and ver be 
innocent of the Crime of f, Twill be impoſſible to 
fix Schiſy upon any Man. Bur put the Caſe as far as it 
is poſſible, that the Biſhops were reduced to the State of 
meer I2ymen, and atter their Deprivations cou'd neither 
confer O:ders, nor Preach nor adminiſter the Sacraments 
put it even thus; what is their either in Reaſon or Rene— 
lation, that thou d hinder a Prince from preventing [ch 
or ſucha particular Perſon to be a Miniſter of the Goſ- 
pel in his Dominions, when He ſuffers it to be frezly 
proach d, and freely embraced by others? Why may He 
not tor the ſake of the Publick Peace and Welfare, and 
for the hetter Propagation of Chriſtianiry, put a ſtop to 
Ce litious Perſons, and actually filence them; whilit He 
freely permits the true Spirit of Chriſt to be preached, 
and encourages and promotes with the greateſt Favours the 
true Servanrs of their Lord? If there be any Reaſon, 
or if there be any Revelation againſt This, then may the 
Nonjurors ſtave off in ſome Meaſure the Guilt of Schiſm 2 
bur till they can thew the Contradi gion of this to the 
One or the Other, we may reſt aſſured that the Revo- 
lution Church (if that muſt be its Name) is not Schiſ- 
matical. The B Second 
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Second Principle laid down by the Nonjurors, ts, 
That the Revolution was à Rebellion, and in conſe- 
uence of that All Acts done upon that Foundation are 

Anful, or 2þſo facto void. To this J reply 
Firſt, The End of Government, be it of what ſort it 
will, is the Good of Mankind; and That Good is to be 
meaſured not by the Splendor of Courts, or the Luxuri- 
ous way of Living of ſome few Richer People, but by 
the Eaſe and Happineſs, and Liberty of the Subjects. 
When therefore the Subjects are deprived of their Hap- 
2 and their Liberties are invaded, and all that is 
cred and dear to them is forced from them, the very 
End of Government is ſubverted, and the Reaſon of 
Subjection ceaſes. When King Janis therefore diſ- 
penſed with our Laws, and by that means in effect took 
them quite away, when He levied Money to and for the 
uſe of the Crown without Grant of Parliament; when 
He raisd a ftanding Army without Confent of Parli- 
ament, broke through in every reſpe& his Coronation 
Oath, deprived us of our Liberties, endeavoured to ex- 
tri pate the Proteſtant Religion, and ſubverted the Con- 
ſtitution it ſelf, the Reaſon of Subjection to Him ccas d, 
and the People were juſtified in making that Proviſion 
for themſelves, which occaſion d the Loſs of his Regal 
Dignity. Nor could this be called Rebellion; For Ne- 


. Cceſſity makes the difference between Re/iflance and Re- 


bellion, juſt as Moral Circumſtances do the difference 
between Virtue and Vice. 2dly, Let the Origin of Go- 
vernment be as it will, either from 9 and Con- 
ſent, which Hiſtory plainly confirms; Or let the fan- 
taſtical Patr:archal Scheme be looked upon as true: Or 
carry it higher ſtill, That Kings reign by the immediate 
Appointment of God himſelf; yet as-long as the Au- 
thority of Princes is given them only for the Benefit of 
Mankind, when They exerciſe the Power not for the 
Benefit of Mankind, they have 20 Commifſſion from 
God in ſuch Inſtances. When a Nation therefore is 
brought to Ruin by the ill Adminiſtration of Tyrants, 
to reſiſt them, is not t) refiſt God, but to act agreeably 
to his Will. Tis the Will of God that his Creatures 
Mould act according to tlie Powers he gives them, and 
To 
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to the Commiſlions He intruſts them with. But ſuch 
as exceed their Commiſſions, cannot in any Senſe be ſaid 
to act according to their Comiſſions, and therefore ſuch 
who oppoſe theſe Exc-ſſes do not offend God. 3dly. 
Suppoſing that at the Revolution there really was a Re- 
bellʒion, and King Wi/ham was an Uſurper, yet are the 
Nonjueors infinitely abſurd and wrong in their Conſe- 
quences, when they infer from thence the Invalidity of 
all Acts of Government done ſince. An Uturpation no 
longer continues than the People are debarr d the Liber- 
ty of conſenting. Whilſt any one is in Poſſeſſion of 
Power, not by the Methods which the Laws of a Nation 
determine, and contrary to the Will and Conſent of 
the People He can have no Right on his fide, nor ought 
He to command Obedience. But then when the People 
are at their Liberties and way conſent, and actually do 
confirm the Power and Authority which any one has, 


and this is done freely, without Compulſion, tis no 


longer an Hſurpation, bur a free, ſettled, regular Govern- 
ment. Suppoſe therefore the Nation depriv'd of their 
Liberty under KING WILL! AM, and ſuppoſe him 
to be an Uſurper, yet their Conſent to KING GEORGE 
was perfectly free; Both Parties of the Nation at ſe- 
veral times uniting in the late Queen's time, in the 
confirmation of his future Power, and ſince, in the Actual 
Poſſeſſion of it. 4thly. Let King Fames the 2d derive 
his Authority how the Nonjurors pleaſe, I do not doubt 
but it may be proved that KING GEORGE de- 
rives his by as good a Titte., It an Uſurper can never 
have a good Title, nor Any deſcending from him; 
if an indelible Stain continues which can never after be 
wathed away, How came King Fames himſelf to have a 
Title clear and indiſputable to the Crown of England ? 
The Family of the Stuarts cou'd have no better Title 
than they cou'd derive from King Henry 7th. who yet 
never dared to ſtand to his Hereditary Right. So that 
upon their Principles the Pretender can have no better 
Night, than they Themſelves allow to KING GEORGE, 
that is none at all. What abſurd, inconſiſtent, ridiculous 
Schemes then do the Nonjurors embrace, and what flen- 
der Iwigs do they lay hoe of, to ſave a ſinking comp ? 
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How monſtrouſly do They impoſe on the credulous Vul- 
ar, and how cloſe do They cover Intereſt, Ambition, 
Fadion, and Rebellion under the Cloak of Church, 
Uſurpation and Hereditary Right? A 
Third Pretence made uſe of is, That the Revolution 
has mtroduced Atheiſm and Hereſy. To this I re- 
ly, | 
E Fir/t, There is no more neceſſary Relation between 
the Revolution and Atherſm or Hereſy, than there is 
between Chr:ft:anity and Quarrels amongſt the nigheſt 
Relations. Yet becauſe Chriſtianity occaſioned Theſe, 
as our Saviour foretold it wou'd, is it therefore to be 
| bamiſhed the World, to be treated with Scorn and Con- 
tempt, and thought the Foundation of all Evils ? Sup- 
poſing theretore the Revolution had occaſioned A- 
therſm and Hereſy, yet it might be valuable in it ſelt, 
however abuſed. Secondly, What is it that is meant by 
Atheiſm ? Not the Denial of the Being of a God; For 
I challenge any one to prove that there are more At hei ſts, 
in that Seiiſe of the Word, Now, than there were before 
the Revolution. No. But they mean an Oppoſition to 
a Slaviſh Dependance upon what is impoſed by ſome 
injudicious Clergymen as neceſſary to Salvation; An 
honeſt Vindication of the Scriptures, and of the Rights 
of Mankind to judge for themſelves. The Men who 
inſiſt on theſe things are thoſe who are painted as Ather/s, 
and repreſented as the Confounders of all Religion, by 
weak and injudicious Perſons ; by ſuch as think an im- 
partial Examination a rea] * way to Religion; whercas 
in truth and reality, tis a Prejudice only to Craft, to 
Jenorance and Superſiition, The Revolution indeed 
gave us This Advantage amongſt many others; And 
may the Advantage laſt till time thall be no more! But 
J proceed---The Ather/n: of the Speechmaker is the too 
common Diſreſpect to the Clergy. We have had indeed 
too much Occaſion given, and too much taken ſince the 
Revolution of railing at the Clergy. Bur then the Cauſe 
15, not the Revolution, but the Senſeleſs Politicks of ſome 
who would enſlave the State, and make Religion a 
Stalking-Horſe to their Ambition; tis the Rebellion, the 
Treaſen, the Perjury of ſome that makes the reſt of the 
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Order deſpiſed and trampled on. One Man's being amply 
rewarded for what 1n * ought to have f/ifenc'd him 
for ever, hath made ſo many engage in this Lottery, to 
Spirit up the Nation, and Fire the deluded People. 
Wenever Men endeavour to confound all things for the 
ſake of Traytors to their Countries, They will always 
be evil ſpoken of and abuſed ; and, what is a very wron 
and fatal Inference, if Clergymen do ſo, Religion will 
be thought Cant and Nonſenſe. But then the way for 
them to avoid this, is to behave themſelves as the Meſ- 
ſengers of Peace, to inculcate Peace and Quietneſs, to 
teach Submiſſion to their preſent lawful Superiours, and 
the Atherſin complaind of, will quickly dwindle to no- 
thing. If by Atheiſm is deſign d any thing further, I 
aſk, was the Foundation of ſo may Charity Schools the 
Effects of Atherſm 2 Is the Inſtruction given to ſo many 
Poor Children, deſigned to make Them lay aſide all 
regard to Piety and Goodneſs? Are the Lives of Great 
Men more v1c10175 Now than they were in the Reigns of 
King Charles the Second, and King Janes? Are their 
Debaucheries more flagrant no / than They were Then? 
Dare any one fay, who has cither Truth or Modeſty left, 
that the Court ſince the Revolutron, has encouraged or 
patronix il, or practiſed any Looſneſs or Prophaneſs, as 
it is known to have done it before? Is not the Stage 
amended? Is the Society for Reformation of Manners 
an Athoiſtical Club, or intended for That End? With 
what Face then is At hei ſin ſaid to be introduced by the 
Renolution, or which way can it be made appear; ſince 
we have ſo many publick Inſtances of the Promotion of 
Virtue more fince that time than in Four times the 
number of Years before ? But the Buſineſs was to ſerve 
the Cauſe, and dath through every thing, and throw 
out Lies enough; and there cou'd be no more lucky Op- 
portunity, than to ger a Clergyman to dye with a Lye 
in his Month, to be the Tool. 

Bur Here/tes abounl, and the Teathers of Falſe Da- 
Erines are N e d by the Great Men in the Go- 
ven nent. Is it not falſe Dottrin? to preach up Re- 
belhcn? Is it not ſuch to teach Perjury and Sedition? 
And have not Ormond and Belinybroke and Mar been 
; | Patrons 
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Patrons of ſuch ? On: ſuch Falſe Doctrin- as theſe is in- 
finitely more Dawmable than all the Here/ies which He 
pretends to be patroniz'd by the Great Men in the Go- 
mernment. 2aly, What doth He call H-reſy? Doth 
He know that to be an Heretick, if St Pau! knew what 
Hereſy was, a Man muſt be Condemned of humfelf ? 
Titus 3. 19. Doth He know how innocent a thing 
tis to be miſtaben, where a Man has uſed his beſt en- 
deavours to find Truth? Or can it be prov'd that the 
Men whom He alludes to, are miſtaken? But when the 
World is to be z»þos'd on, and Dirt is to be thrown, 
tis right to make uſe of Words without Meaning; and 
when ſo proper a time for the purpoſe, (and when fo 
S$candalouſly diſhoneſt) as in a Dyzmg Speech? A 

4th Principle aſſerted by Mr Paul is, That King James 
the Third us our only Rightful Soverergn by the Laws cf 
the Land. To this I reply, 

Firſt, This takes for granted that the Revolution was 
founded on Rebellin; which I have already ſhewn to be 
falſe. It ſuppoſes too the preſent happy Eſtabliſhment to 
be an Uſurpation, and all its Acts void on that Account; 
which is falſe too, as is already proved: It ſuppoſes too 
that in 7% caſe and in nd Circumſtances the Heir ap- 
parent to a Crown can be ſet aſide. Suppoſe the Pre- 
tender to be the Son of King James the Second, can 
He not be excluded? What Law of God is there which 
Farbids it? What is there in Reaſon which forbids us 
to provide for the Security of the Nation, by preventing 
the Succeſſion of a Perſon to our Throne, whoſe Prin i- 


ples are abſolutely inconſiſtent with our Civil and with 


our Religious Intereſts > What is there that makes the 
Pretender's Right unalienable ? Is there Here too an 
wninterrupted Succeſſion of Hereditary Right ? Bur 
24ly, How thall we know the Pretender to be his Son? 
Did nor the Nation ſuſpe& it always? Has it not been 
Queſtioned theſe Eight and Twenty Years paſt? Or, 
what peculiar Light has broke in of late which has con- 
vinced Mens Underſtandings * 3dly, If che Laws of 
the Land are to be our Unvariable Rule in this Caſe, it 
will follow directly that the Pretender cannot be our 
Riphtful Sovere!2n by thoſe Laws, becauſe all the Pere 
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who by thoſe very Laws were required to be preſent at 
his Birth, were contin'd in Cuſtody, or obliged to be ab- 
ſent from the Queen at that Time. If that Circumſtance 
was deſign d on purpoſe to prevent the Nation's being im- 
pos d on, the Non-compliance with it cuts off even the 
Pretende of Rzzht by Law. The 

5t5 Principle, or rather bare Aſſertion is, That we ſhall 
be ſecure and Happy F the Pretender ſucceeds to our 
Throne. King James has 1 to protect amd de- 
fend the Church of England, and has given his Royal 
Word to conſent to ſuch Laws as You Tour ſelnes [hall 
think neceſſary for its Preſervation. To this Security 
for our Religion, and our Liberties (which by the by 
are no Where promiſed) we have this Ihreat added, 


That till He 15 reſtored, the Nation can never be happy. 


I obſerve, 

Fr, That the Threat (made before in other Traytors 
Speeches) amounts to this, That the Jacobite Faction is 
reſolv d never to be at Peace, or to let the Government 
enjoy any Out, till they have gained their Ends, and 
brought their Tool to the Throne ; And They have the 
{1pudence to tell the World fo. Is this Encouragement 
to thew Mercy to ſich Offenders ? Are theſe the People 
whom tis Crue/ty to puniſh, when all of them to a Man 
Promnſe, never to be at Reſt? Muſt the Nation be always 
alarmed with Rebels, and the Government inſulted for 
providing @ /ittle for its Security? Or do They think to 
frighten and ſcarc away the King? Tis not Mercy to par- 
don ſuch Harden'd, Obſtinate Traytors, but 'twould be 
Cruelty and Injuſtice to the Country io ſpare them. But 
2dly, as the Threat is but Wind, the Promiſe is no bet- 
ter. Would a roy ſuffer a Proteſtant to en oy a quiet 
Profeſſion of his Religion, when he has it in his Power 
to prevent it? No. A Proteſtant Nation never yet enjoyed 
any Peace under a Popiſh Governour. The Challenge has 
been often made, and never that I have heard of anſwe- 
red, That if ever there was in any Kingdom of the World 
fo much as (22 Inſtance of a Popith Prince who has kept 
his Promiſe to his Proteſtant Sub:e&s, when he has had 
it in his Power to break it; If ſo much as One can be na- 
med who has let them en oy their Religion without Diſtur- 
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bance, to produee ſuch an Inſtance, and take off this ſtrong 
Objetion againſt their Maſter. But there never yet was 
One produced, nor never will be for this plain Reaſon, 
becauſe tis inconſiſtent with the Oaths He is under, with 
his Religion, with what He thinks his Salvation depends 
on, to keep ſuch a Promiſe. To truſt therefore a Papift 
with the Cuſtody of our Neligion, is like truſting a Prck- 
Pocket with our Money, or a Mig ht of the Poſt with our 
Reputation. Why thould we truſt the Honour and Ho- 


nmeſty of any Man in what He muſt be diſhoneſt to keep 


his Word: Why thould any Man run ſuch a Hazard to 
change for what He has all the Probability in the World 
will ruin Him? Who will run ſuch a Venture in his 
Trade, or in his Eſtate, when He can get nothing, and 
nay loſe every thing? The 
ſt Aliertion is, That the Church zs ſtruck at by this 
Execution, Io this I reply, | 
Firſt, This is juſtas if one thould aſſert all the Mag iſi- 
rates in Englgnd to be ſtruck at, becauſe a Fuftice of the 
P-ac# is hanged: Or All the Officers of the Army are to be 
made away with, becauſe Colonel Oæburgh was executed. 


2dly. What is there in our Conſtitution which forbids a 


Magiſtrate to puniſh a Clergyman if He turns Rebel! Or 
is it a Breach upon the Church to punith a diſorderly 
Member? No. The Church is vindicated, and its Ho- 
nour and its Safety is conſulted, when at any time a ſcan- 
dalous Member of it meets with his due Deſerts ; juſt 
as tis a Security to the Body to have a pangreen'd mor- 
tified Linib cut off. 3dly. Who is it that brings a Diſgrace 
upon the Cown, and ſtrikes at the Church, the Clergy- 
man that is for raiſing a Rebellion in his Country, and 
that preaches nothing but Sedition, or, He that renioves 
ſuch a Diſgiace from the Gon? The Clergyman that 
plays with Oaths, and perjures himſelf and reaches Others 
to do fo, Or, He that takes away ſuch Scandal from rhe 
Sacred Function, and punithes the Offenders as Reaſon, 


Equity, and Law direct? 4thly. This Aſſertion is nothing 


but an Encouragement to freth Rebellion, A Pri-:ft of th. 
Courch of England, ſays Mr Paul, murd-yed for doing his 
Duty ! One wou' d think by this that the Man was hang d 
for preaching (Hhriſt and Chriſtian iu, for uſing the Come 
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mon Prayer, viſidng the Sick, or adminſtring the Sacra» 


ments regularly. 


Whereas his Juſt Puniſhment was for 
having a hand in Rebellion, endeavouring to ſubvert our 


L Nation, to betray our Libertzes, to give up our Religion, 
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to bring in a poor- ſpirited, half-witted Wretch to the 


Throne, whom they might make a Tool off as they pleas d. 
sthly. The Church 25 ſtruck at by thi Execution, and He 
was executed for doing bis Duty. Was it his Duty to 
be drinking Confuſion and Danmation to the KING and 
his Illuſtrious Family! Was it his Duty to join with Tray- 
tors? Or, to encourage Sedition amongſt the People? 
Was it his Duty to perjure himſelf? Was it his Duty do 
be an Aſſiſtant in the Action at Preffon, where ſo many 
gallant Gentlemen loſt their Lives? If his Friends will 
vindicate his Conduct in theſe Points, twill be eaſy to 
vindicate it as the Duty of the Government to execute Him 
for it. 6thly, Then only is a Nation well governed, 
when impartial Juſtice is diſtributed, and neither Clengy- 
man nor Layman eſcapes, if he be a Milful obſtinute 
Offender ; and tis the Glory of a Prince and of his Mi- 
niſtry to keep Juſtice blind, and her Scales Equal. Thu 
Queſtion ought never to be, is the Perſon This ——_— 
but, is he guiley ? was he willingly guilty? Is heconvinc'd *© 
of the Injuſtice of his former Proceedings? Is he reſolv d 
for the future to behave himſelf otherwiſe ? In ſuch Ca- 
ſes Mercy is fit and proper. But if Guilt be accompa- 
nied with Iaſolemce, with Reſolution to continue the 
ſame Obſtinate Offender, Mercy and Pardon are inexcuſa- 
ble Follies. Since therefore Mr Paul inſiſted on it, as 
Loyalty to rebel, and to teach others to do ſo, and thought 
it his Duty to act as He had done; ſince He pleaded his 
Gown for his Protection, and his Sacred. Function for 
his Juffification; Every honeſt Clergyman will think 
a good Service done to the Church, by removing ſuch 2 
Scandal from it; and will rejoice at his Execution, (hows 
ever forry they may be at his deſerving it,) becauſe twill 
be a Teſtimony of their hearty Diſapprobation of his Fa- 
thiows Rebellious Tenets, 

From what I have ſaid, I leave every one to judge of 
Mr Paul, his Principles and Practices: As for my elf, 
upon a fair and impartial 3 of them, I cannot 
| but 
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but give him my hearty and publick Acknowledgmenits 
for what he has ſaid and done. 776 75 

I Thonk Him for giving us ſuch a Publick Warniny of 
the RH of the Facobites, and Enemies of the Go 
ver1nulegt, and for his doing it at a time when we may be- 
lieve he ſpoke the Truth. | : 

I Thank him for 45 owning the Church of Eng land 
as by Law eſtabliſhed ; For tis clearing the Church of the 
DoGcrines which He has eſpouſed. 8 
I thank him for ſpeaking in that p/ain ard. oper Man- 
ner he did; becauſe it will convince every body that can 
but read and that has but one Grain of Senſe, that He 
was a perjured Rebel. | ' 
I Thank him for acting a Part at Jyburn which lets, 
the World know, how judiciouſiy the Government chooſes 
the Perſons who are to ſuffer, how well They know their 
Temper and Behaviour, and How juffly They act in Ex- 
ecuting thoſe they pitch on. | 

I Thank him for going in his Habit to the Gallows ; 
for by that He has ſhewn to all the World, that a Gown 
is not an infallible Mark of even being a Menber of the 
Church of England: And thereby has given this publick 
Teſtimony, that thoſe Gentlemen who approve of the late 
Steps againſt the Government either in Publick or Private, 
are not to be depended on or reputed as Members of our 
Church, tho They wear Gowns. _ - th, 

I thank him for * Lezters to the Archbiſbop and the 
Lord Town/hend ; for they have ſhewn him not to have 
Senſe enough to write common Engliſh, and conſequent- 
ly that Ig norance was the Foundation of his Zæal and 
Affection to the Pretender. And Laſtly, | 

I thank the Government for executing Him, becauſe" 
they have removed a Scandal from the Gown he uſed to 
wear, and an Offence from the Sacred Function be- 
pretended to belong to. | 
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